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WASHINGTON, D. C. 


November 25, 1964 


Mr. Harold Weisberg 
Coq d ¥ Or Farm 
Hyattstown, Maryland 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

I have studied your memo and I'm afraid that I am unconvinced 
by your arguments. Not only am I unconvinced that there has been 
either a terrible mistake or a coverup, but what is more to the point, 
I am unconvinced that you have uncovered material worth our time and 
expense to explore. Let me explain why: 

I would be inclined to agree with you that no one man could 
have fired four shots in the time span involved, but our studies o 
the available facts indicate there is no evidence of more than three 
shots. 


As to the shot that missed, the Warren Commission does suggest 
that it may have hit the tree or a spot on the pavement and cites a 
man, James Tague, who may have been hit in the cheek by a flying 
fragment of the bullet that missed. True the Commission's finding 
was inconclusive on this point, but we do not feel that the report 
can be challenged unless there is new, solid information about the 
shot that missed. 


In view of the foregoing, it is necessary to recall that what 
was removed from the Governor r s thigh was a fragment, not a whole 
bullet. In addition, the bullet on the stretcher likewise had been 
mutilated and two other bullet fragments were found in the front of 
the car. 


It appears plain that the bullets which did strike the Presi- 
dent and the Governor, indeed, did fragment themselves in the scatter 
pattern you suggest. But these fragments, we believe, account for all 
of the wounds inflicted as well as the mark on the windshield of the 
car . 


As to the point of differing manufacture, Oswald might well 
have used soft-nosed as well as copper- jacketed bullets. 

We have seen no evidence that anyone put the bullet on the 
stretcher, nor can we conceive of a reason why anyone would desire 
to do this. 
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As to the course a bullet will take after it penetrates a 
body, whether or not a deflecting surface was struck, I do not know 
that the laws of physics apply in a finite way. On the point of 
the size of the wounds of entry, the doctors at Parkland may well 
have differed slightly for the same reason that agitated witnesses 
disagree on the appearance of people or things in most cases of 
this kind. The doctors at Parkland were not aware of many aspects 
of the President's wounds because, as one indicated, they did not 
have the heart to turn him over. The autopsy was performed later 
at Bethesda, not at Parkland. 

As to the trajectory of the head wound, the flattened angle 
is consistent with the President's position after he had been struck 
the first time. He fell forward and to one side, presenting a broader 
surface to the second bullet. 

You are entitled to your opinion about the roles of William 
Seymour, Loran Eugene Hall and Lawrence Howard, but we will wait until 
they are linked to the case by competent authority before Joining you 
in this speculation. 

In sum as the Warren Commission has said there are imponderables 
about the case, some of which will never be resolved. But we have gone 
over the report as well as the 26 volumes of testimony and we find 
no reason not to believe the Commission's findings were accurate 
and acceptable . 

flb, I see no purpose in our pursuing it further in a Friday 
conference. Also, I can't see my way clear to providing you with 
a set of the testimony and exhibits. However, if you want to do re- 
search on our set here in our library I will be happy to arrange it. 

I greatly appreciate your coming to us with this. If I thought 
there was the slightest chance of demonstrating that the CoWission 
was off-base I certainly would go along with you. But I don't think 
that chance exists. 


Sincerely, * 

C AvArSfe 

Charles B. Seib 
Assistant Managing Editor 



